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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 19 -24,26 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. Regarding claim 19 line 8 where a 
semiconductor process chamber is said to be in the load lock, this language is 
indefinite. Is the applicant claiming a process chamber attached to each load lock as 
described in the specification or an actual process chamber within the load lock. If the 
former it is redundant as the claim already provides a load lock for each process 
chamber in line 5. Deleting the limitation of a process chamber in the load lock will 
render moot this rejection. 

Regarding line 10 there is a lack of antecedent basis for "said process chamber" 
as previously there are only pluralities of process chambers mentioned. Even the 
section of line 8 mentioned above refers to multiple process chambers as one is 
provided at each load lock. Changing line 10 to read " from one of said process 
chambers to said...." will render this rejection moot. 

Regarding claim 20 line 3 should also be changed to read "evacuating said 
respective loadlock chamber..." as above only a plurality of load lock chambers are 
mentioned in the claims and it is indefinite as to which said load lock the applicant is 
referring. Claim 21 has a similar problem at line 2 with antecedent basis for said load 
lock. It is also indefinite if each load lock has a cooling plate or just the one referenced 
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above. Changing said load lock chamber to " each of said load lock chambers" will 
render this rejection moot. 

Regarding claim 22 line 4 it is indefinite as to what process chamber the wafer is 
being moved to as one is provided in each load lock as well as one being attached to 
each load lock. Clarification is required. Also in claim 22 line 6 there is no antecedent 
basis for "said semiconductor wafer chamber". 

Regarding claim 23 line 4 again it is unclear as to which process chamber the 
wafer is being moved to. Is it the one in the load lock or the one attached to the load 
lock? Clarification is required. 

Regarding claim 24 line 11 again a plurality of process chambers are previously 
presented in the claim but only one is called out at line 11. The proper way of singling 
out one of a plurality is " from one of said wafer process chambers". 

Claims 26 and 27 are indefinite as they are dependent upon claims which are 
held as being indefinite. Once the claims from which they depend are corrected the 
rejections of claims 26 and 27 will be withdrawn. 

Response to Amendment 

The amendments filed on September 26, 2005 have been entered into the 

record. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 19 and 24 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the 
rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action. Both 
claims have the limitation of moving a processed and an unprocessed wafer from a 
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process chamber to a load lock. This limitation is not taught or suggested by the closest 
prior art of Suda et al. or Tepman. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 19-24,26 and 27 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Charles A. Fox whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6923. The examiner can normally be reached between 7:00-4:00 Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eileen D. Lillis can be reached at 571-272-6928. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Charles A. Fox 
Examiner 
Art Unit 3652 



